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August 3, 2017 

VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

Joshua Levy 

Cunningham Levy Muse LLP 
1250 Connecticut Ave, N,W, 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dear Mr. Levy; 

We are writing to confirm our agreement for the Committee’s inteivdew of your client, Glenn 
Simpson: 


1. The interview will take place in room 181 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building at 9:30 
a,m, on August 22, 2017. 

2. The interview will be conducted by Majority and Minority staff officers of the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary, Members of the Committee may attend and participate. 

3. J'he interview will be transcribed. 

4. This interview' is occurring without prejudice to any future discussions with this 
Committee, and the Committee expressly reserves the right to request Mr. Simpson’s 
participation in future interviews or to compel his testimony, 

5. Mr. Simpson’s participation in this interview docs not constitute a waiver of his ability to 
assert any privileges in response to future appearances before this Committee. 

6. Mr. Simpson and his attorneys will make their best efforts to produce documents as far in 
advance of the interview as possible that are; (a) responsive to the Committee’s July 19, 
2017 document request, (b) pertinent to the scope of the interview, and (c) responsive to 
priorities identified by the Committee during ongoing discussions about the document 
request. 

7. The scope of this initial interview will include, at a minimum, matters related to; 

a. 'fhe information requested in questions 5-13 in the March 24, 2017 letter from 
Chairman Grassley to Mr. Simpson; and 

b. The information requested in questions 6 and 7 in the July 19, 2017 letter from 
Chairman Grassley to Mr. Simpson. 

Any additions to the scope may be negotiated in good faith by the parties. 




Sincerely, 


Charles E. Grassley 
Chairman 







Dianne Feinstein 
Ranking Member 
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08J7.2017 Privilege Log in Response to Request for Internal Communications Related to Fusion GPS CommuiiicatiQns with Congressional rvtemoci a pi -- 


Date Sent 

Email From 

Email To 

Email CC 

S u bj ec t/Descr i pt to n 

Privilege Asserted 

Basts for Claim 

5/13/16 

Rinat Akhmetshin 

Mark Cymrot 

Ed Lieherman; Glenn 

Simpson 

Re: Appointment with Cong. 
Hill 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 

performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/13/16 

Rinat Akhmetshin 

Mark Cymrot 

Glenn Simpson; Ed 

Lieherman 

R.e; Appointment with Coog. 
Hill 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 

performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/13/16 

Mark Cymiot 

Rinat Akhmetshin 

Glenn Simpson; Ed 

Lieherman 

FW: Appointment with Cong. 
Hill 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

— 

Loura Aiaverdi 

Mark Cymrot; Glenn 

Simpson 

Re: Collection of Press 

Stories ■ 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Glenn Simpson 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Lieherman; Loura Aiaverdi; 
Paul Levine; Molly Levinson; 
Ryan Toohey 

Collection of Press Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Glenn Simpson 

Mark Cymrot; 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Lieherman; Loura Aiaverdi; 
Paul Levine; Molly Levinson; 
Ryan Toohey 

Re: Collection of Press 

Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 


Paul Levine 

Mark Cymrot; Rinat 
Akhmetshin; Ed Lieherman; 
Glenn Simpson; Loura 
Aiaverdi 

Re: National Review 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
perfonned at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Paul Levine 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Lieherman; Glenn Simpson; 
Loura Aiaverdi; 

Re: National Review 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Paul Levine 

Mark Cymrot; Rinat 
Akhmetshin; Ed Liebennan; 
Glenn Simpson; Loura 
Aiaverdi; 


RE: National Review 

Attorney Work Product 

Conftdentialcommun i cation 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 
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Date Sent 

Email From 

Email To 

Email CC 

Subjeet/Desertption 

Privilege Asserted 

Basis for Claim 

5;i6/l6 

Paul Levine 

Mark Cymrot; Rinat 
Akhmetshin; Ed Lieberman; 
Glenn Simpson; Loura 

A1 a verd i; 


RE: National Review 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Loura Alaverdi 

G lenn S i m pson; 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Lieberman 

Re: Collection of Press 

Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/16/16 

Loura Alaverdi 

Mark Cymrot; Glenn 

Simpson 

— 

RE: Collection of Press 

Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/17/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Liebcnnan; Glenn Simpson 

Loura Alaverdi; Paul Levine 

FW: United Slates v. 

Prevezon 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/18/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Paul Levine; Rinat 
Akhmetshin; Glenn Simpson; 
Loura Alaverdi; Ed 

Lieberman 


Fwd: Important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
perfomicd at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/1 S/16 

— 

Mark Cymrot 


Re: Important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/18/16 

Mark Cymrot 

— 


Fwd: Important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
iitigation 

5/18/16 


Mark Cymrot 


Re: important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/18/16 


Mark Cymrot 


Re: Important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5/1 S/16 

Mark Cymrot 

— 


Fwd: Important message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 
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Date Sent 

Email From 

Email To 

Email CC 

Su bj ect/Descri p ti on 

Privilege Asserted 

Basis for Claim 

5/18/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Paul Levine; Ed Lieberrrtan; 
Rinat Akhmetshin; Lonra 
Alaverdi;^^^^^^f ; Glenn 
Simpson 


Fwd: ImpoTlanl message from 
Bill Browder about Sergei 
Magnitsky before HFAC 
mark-up 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communicaiioo 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

5^20/16 

Mark Cymrot 

Paul Levine; Loura Alaverdi; 
Glenn Simplon 

Rinat Akhmetshin; Ed 
Lieberman 

FW; Statement in Response 
to Representative Dana 
Rohrabachef s Remarks at the 
House Foreign Affairs 
Committee Mark-up on 

Global Magnitsky 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 

10/27/16 

Peter Fritsch 

Mark Cymrot 

Glenn Simpson 

Fwd: Collection of Press 

Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 
performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of ' 

li ligation 

10/27/16 

Peter Fritsch 

Mark Cymrot 

Glenn Simpson 

Fwd: Collection of Press 

Stories 

Attorney Work Product 

Confidential communication 

performed at the direction of 
counsel in anticipation of 
litigation 
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EXHIBIT 


COMPANY INTELUGENCE REPORT 2016/080 
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US PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION: REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE DONALD TRUMP'S 
ACTIVITIES IN RUSSIA AND COMPROMISING RELATIONSHIP WITH THE 
KREMLIN 


Summary 

- Russian regime has been xmltivatlng, supporting and assisting TRUMP for 

at least S years. Aim, endorsed by PUTIN, has been to encourage splits and 
divisions In western alliance 

• So far TRUMP has decIUied various sweetener real estate business deals 
offered hlrri in Russia in order to further the Kremlin's cultivation of him. 
However he and his inner circle have accepted a regular flow of 
Intelligence from the Kremlin, including on his Democratic and other 
political rivals 

Former top Russian intelligence officer claims FSB has compromised 
TRUMP through his activities in Moscow sufficiently to be able to 
blackmail him. According to several knowledgeable sources, his conduct 
in Moscow has included perverted sexual acts which have been 
arranged/monitored by the FSB 

A dossier of compromising material on Hillary CLINTON has been collated 
by the Russian Intelligence Services over many years and mainly 
comprises bugged conversations she had on various visits to Russia and 
Intercepted phone calls rather than any embarrassing conduct The 
dossier is controlled by Kremlin spokesman, PESKOV, directly on PUTIN'S 
orders. However it has not as yet been distributed abroad, including to 
TRUMP. Russian intentions for its deployment still unclear 


Detail 


1. Speaking tp a trusted compatriot iri June 2016 sources A; and senior 

Russian Foreign Ministry figure and a former top level Russian 

inteUIgence'officer ^I active inside the Kren^lin^pfcave^^ 
authorities had been cuirtvating ajild stippoMng^^ . , 

presidential Candidate' Donald TRUMP for at ie8si S yeai;s; Source B 
asserted that the TRUMP operatiop Was both supported and directed by 
Russian President VladliRir PUTIN.Jte aim was to sow'discord and 


Cb^pENTIAt/SEN^TlVBSOURCE 
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CONf’lOliNTiAl./SENSlTIVhSOlJHCi: 


tlisuiJity liolii within the US itself, hui more especially vviihin the 
Transatlantic alliance which was viewed as mimical to ftnssia's interests 
Source C, a senior Hussian Hn.incial ufflcial ^ ald liieTitLiMl’ operation 
sliould he seen in terms oTPUTlN's desire u> rnturn to Niiieteemh 
flentui'y 'tlreai I’owfi' politics ;jnchored i 4 m!i totiiitries' interests rather 
tlian the ideais-based intemationai order e^l.Jbli5lled after World War 
'I wo. S/lie had overheard PUTIN lalkinf; in '.his way to close associates on 
several occasions. 

2. In terms ol'specilics, Smirce A confided tinii tiie Kremlin hatl been feeding 
TKUMI' and ids team valiiahle iiUelligence on tils opponents, including 
Ucinocratic presidential candidate Hillary dhINTON. for several years 
(see imire helovv). This was confirmed by .Source U, a close associate of 
TRUMP wiui had organized and managed Ins recent trips to Moscow, and 
who reported, also in tune 201fi, that this Russian inteliigence had been 
“very helpful". The Kremlin's cultivation opei duun on TRUMP abso had 
comprised offering him various lucrative i -*a! estate development 
business deals in Russia, especially in rel.nion to tlie ongoing 2018 Vt'orid 
Cup soccer lournanient. However, so fur, lor reasons unknown, 'I RUMP 
had not taken op any of these. 


!}. However, there were oilier .ispects to TRUMP’s engagetnent with the 
Ru.ssian authorities. One wliich had borri' fruit for them was to exploit 
rRIIMP'.s personal obse.ssions and sexual iierversion in order to obtiiin 
suitable ’kompromat’ (compromising ni.nerial) on him. According to 
Hourct' fl, wiiere s/he had been pie.sent, I RUM P’s (perverted) conduct in 
Moscow included hiring the presidential .suite of the Ritv. Carlton Hotel, 
where he ktiew President and Mrs OBAMA {whom he haled) had stayed 
on one of their official trips to Ru.ssia, and defiling the bed where they had 
slept by employing a number of prostituivs to perform a 'golden showers’ 
(urination) show in front of him. Tlie hob-l was known to be under KSB 
control with microphones and concealed rameras in all the mam rooms 
to record anything they w.inled to. 


4. The Moscow Rilz Cai lii m enistnle involv iny TRUMP reported above was 
coidii med by Source H,| 

who .said tlial s/lie and several of the st.iff were aware of it at the time 
and subseLjUfiilly. S‘/he believed it had li.ippeneil in 2013.Source E 
provided an introtiuction for a company ethnic Russian operative to 
Source E, a female staller at tlie hotel when TRUMP tiad stayed there, who 
al.so confirmed tlie story. Speaking sepni ately in June 2016, Source B (the 
former lop level Russian intelligence ollicer) asserted that TRUMP’s 
unortliodox beltavior in Russia over lh ‘ years iiad provided tlie 
authorities there with enough einbarra;.:;ing material on the now 
Republican presidential candidate to by able to blackmail him if they so 
wi.shed. 


5. Asked about the Kremlin's reported in.i lligence feed to TRUMP over 
recent years and rumours abouta Rms u.m do.ssier of‘kompromat’ on 

CONFIDE.MTlAl/SF.NSniVE SOURCE 
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CONFIDKNTIAL/SENSn iVE SOURCE 


HiHaiy CLIN TON (beinj* i in-uku«‘iiX Saurce H tonfirmt^d Uit* 
uxulcnce. S/he confuted in a ij'Uh;tcd cuinpaLrioi Uiai it had been codaieci 
by Departmeiu K of the FSH for muny years, dating back to her husiiand 
BilTs presildency, and comprised main I v cav'esd rapped conversations of 
various soriK rather tluni ihualls/evitlenco of nnurthodox or 
embarrassing behavior. Some of the conversaiions were from l>ogged 
cornmenls CiJNTON had made on her varuHis trips to Russia and focused 
on things slie had said wliich contradicu d her current jmsttion on various 
issties, Olliers were most probably from phone intercepts. 

6. Coniitiuing on this theme. Source G, a senior Kremlin officiak confided 
Lliat the CLINTON dossier was controlit^d exclusively by chief Kremlin 
spokesman. DnUtny PESKOV, who was responsible for 
cornpiling/handling it on the explicit instructions of PUTIN himself. The 
dossier however bad not as yet been m.tde available abroad, including to 
TRUMP or his campaign team. At presenu it was unclear what PUTIN'S 
intent ions were in this regard. 


20 june 2016 
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CONFIDENTIAL/SENSniVE SOURCE 


COMPANY INTELLIGENCE REPORT 2016/086 


RUSSIA/CYBER CRIME; A SYNOPSIS OF RUSSIAN STATE SPONSORED AND 
OTHER CYBER OFFENSIVE (CRIMINAL) OPERATIONS 


Sununary 


Russia has extensive programme of state-sponsored offensive cyber 
operations. External targets include foreign governments and big 
corporations, especially banks, FSB leads on cyber within Russian 
apparatus. Limited success in attacking top foreign targets like G7 
governments, security services and IFls but much more on second tier 
ones through IT back doors, using corporate and other visitors to Russia 

- FSB often uses coercion and blackmail to recruit most capable cyber 
operatives In Russia into its state-sponsored programmes. Heavy use also, 
both wittingly and unwittingly, of CIS emigres working in western 
corporations and ethnic Russians employed by neighbouring 
governments e.g. Latvia 

• Example cited of successful Russian cyber operation targeting senior 

Western business visitor. Provided back door into Important Western 
institutions. 

- Example given of US citizen of Russian origin approached by FSB and 
offered incentive of "investment" in his business when visiting Moscow. 


- Problems however for Russian authorities themselves In countering local 
hackers and cyber criminals, operating outside state control- Central Bank 
cla ims th ere were over 2 0 serious atta c Its on correspondent accounts 
held by CBR in 2015, comprising Roubles several bilUbn in fraud 

- Some details given of leading noh-^te Russian cj^er criminal groups 


Details 


1 . SpeaWng In June. 2016, a number of Russian figurK ^tiliia dete^ 
knowledge of national cyber ci1me/]i;>t) th steit^spQhsorejd and otherwise, 
outlined the current situation in,flijs a rea/Alfo irtteUigence 

• Operations into 


four categoriw (ip brd^ of pirib^lpj-tariejdng fore^^^ 

CONF I DENTIAL - FOR SENATE^DlClVCft Y ^b^M, VR dPCjCTld^f Ci:MSjC0004l394 
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CONFIDENTIAL/SENSmViC SOURCE 


western governments; penetrating leading foreign business corporations, 
especially banks; domestic monitoring of the elite; and attacking political 
opponents both at home and abroad. The fnrmer intelligence officer 
reported that the Federal Security Service (FSB) was the lead 
organization within the Russian state apparatus for cyber operations. 


2, In terms of the success of Russian offensive cyber operations to date, a 
senior government figure reported that there had been only limited 
success in penetrating the "first tier" foreign targets. These comprised 
western (especially G7 and NATO) governments, security and intelligence 
services and central banks, and the iFIs. To compensate for this shortfall, 
massive effort had been Invested, with much greater success, in attacking 
the "secondary targets", particularly western private banks and the 
governments of smaller states allied to the West S/he mentioned Latvia 
in this regard. Hundreds of agents, either consciously cooperating with 
the FSB or whose personal and professional IT systems had been 
unwittingly compromised, were recruited. Many were people who had 
ethnic and family ties to Russia and/or had been incentivized financially 
to cooperate. Such people often would receive monetary Inducements or 
contractual favours from the Russian state or its agents in return. This 
had created difficulties for parts of the Ru.ssian state apparatus in 
obliging/indulging them e.g. the Central Hank of Russia knowingly having 
to cover up for such agents' money laundei ing operations through the 
Russian financial system. 


3. In terms of the FSB's recruitment of capable cyber operatives to carry out 
Its, ideally deniable, offensive cyber operations, a Russian IT specialist 
with direct knowledge reported In June 2016 that this was often done 
using coercion and blackmail. In terms of 'foreign' agents, the FSB was 
approaching US citizens of Russian (Jewish) origin on business trips to 
Russia. In one case a US citizen of Russian ethnicity had been visiting 
Moscow to attract Investors in his new information technology program. 
The FSB dearly knew this and had offered to prottide seed capital to this 
person in return for them being able to access and modify his IP, with a 
view to targeting priority foreign targets by planting a Trojan virus in the 
software. The US visitor was told this was common practice. The FSB also 
had implied significant operational success as a result of installing cheap 
Russian IT games containing their own malware unwittingly by targets 
on their PCs and other platforms. 


4. 


In a more advanced and successful FSB 0]i oration, an IT operator inside a 
leading Russian SOE, who previously had been employed on conventional 
(defensive) IT work there, had been under Ins^ucdpn for the last year to 
conduct an offensive cyber operation aga i i ist a forei^ director of the 
com pany. Although the latter was app^c n dy art ihfirequent visitor to 
Russia, the FSB no w successfully had pOn e txat^ his'personal IT and 

through this had managed to access various important irtsUtutidns in the 

West through the back door. :f fJ"' :; . 








J 
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CONFiDF-NTlAL/SENSn iVE source: 


5. ill ot olhtir techiiiL'al i I picJtforni'J an f^'SB cybur operative Haggetl 
up ihe n'elegram' encipfiered comiiier' i.d KysiLMu as having been ol 
es[)ecial t'tmcern and therefore heavily Lirgeted by the FSB, not Jeasi 
because it was used fretjucitUy by Russi an Iniernal political activists and 
oppositionists. His/lier ujuierstanding \ as that the FSB now successfully 
had cr acked this caminunicaiiotis sofiw.sre and tlierefare it was no longer 
secure to use. 

6. The senior Russian government figure cited above also reported that 
non-state sponsored cyber crime was Ij^^coining an increasing problem 
inside Russia for the government and tUithorities there. The Central Bank 
of Russia dainied that in ZfJlS alone there had been more than 20 
attenipis at serious cyber embezzlemeEU of money from corresponding 
accounts held there, coinprising several billions Roubles. More generally, 
s/he uiuierstood there were circa 15 major organised crime groups in the 
countiy involved in cyber crime* all of -.hich continued to operate largely 
outside state and FSB control* These ini hided llie so-called 'Anunald, 
Thiktiap' and 'Melel' organisations. 


26 july 2015 


m 
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COMPANY INTELLIGENCE REPORT 2016/095 


RUSSIA/US PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION: FURTHER INDICATIONS OF 
EXTENSIVE CONSPIRACY BETWEEN TRUMP'S CAMPAIGN TEAM AND THE 
KREMLIN 

Summary 

■ Further evidence of extensive conspiracy between TRUMP’s campaign 
team and Kremllm sanctioned at highest levels and involving Russian 
diplomatic staff based in tlte US 

- TRUMP associate admits Kremlin behind recent appearance of DNC e* 
malls on WikiLeaks, as means of maintaining plausible denlability 

* Agreed exchange of information established in both directions. TRUMP's 
team using moles within DNC and hackers in the US as well as outside in 
Russia. PUTIN motivated by fear and hatred of Hillary CLINTON. Russians 
receiving intel from TRUMP’s team on Russian oligarchs and their families 
inUS 

- Mechanism for transmitting this Intelligence involves "pension" 
disbursements to Russian emigres living in US as cover, using consular 
officials in New York, DC and Miami 

' Suggestion from source close to TRUMP and MANAFORT that Republican 
campaign team happy to have Russia as media bogeyman to mask more 
extensive corrupt business ties to China and other emerging countries 


Detail ; 

1. Speaking in confidence to a co^p^tilot^ iateluiy^ZD;!^, S6^ an " 
ethnic Russian close associate d^llepubii^n O^P^^^ candidate 
Donald TRUMP, admitted that iSdre v^/g Wen^eYeioped conspiracy of 
co-operation between them and fee Russian lirad^hip. This was , 
managed on the TRUMP side b^^fee RepubUcap ^didate's^c^ 
manager, Paul MANAFORT; who was u^rig forel^ policy advisor, Carter 
PAGE, and others as intermediaries. The two sides had a mutual interest 
in defeating Democratic presidential candidateiHillary CUNTON, whom 
President PUTIN apparently both hated anfefearefe / 

2. Inter plJ^ Source E, acknowledged thpt the RUssian regime had been 

lejaik of embarrassitig.e-maU feessages/emanatlhg from 
pemocratic National Committee to the WikiLeaks platform. 



RELEASED BY AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 





The reason for using WikiLeaks was "plausible deniablltty" and the 
operation had been conducted with the full knowledge and support of 
TRUMP and senior members of his campcngn team. In return the TRUMP 
team had agreed to sideline Russian Intervention In Ukraine as a 
campaign issue and to raise US/NATO defence commitments in the 
Baltics and Eastern Europe to deflect attention away from Ukraine, a 
priority for PUTIN who needed to cautei ise the subject 

3. In the wider con textofTRUMP ca mpalg n / Kremlin co- operation. Source E 
claimed that the intelligence network being used against CLINTON 
comprised three elements. Firstly there were agents/facilitators within 
the Democratic Party structure itself; secondly Russian 6migr6 and 
associated offensive cyber operators based in the US; and thirdly, state- 
sponsored cyber operatives working in Russia, All three elements had 
played an important role to date. On the mechanism for rewarding 
relevant assets based in the US, and effecting a two-way flow of 
Intelligence and other useful Information, Source E claimed that Russian 
diplomatic staff in key cities such as New York, Washington DC and 
Miami were using the ^migr^ 'pension' distribution system as cover. The 
operation therefore depended on key people In the US Russian imigrfe 
community for its success. Tens of thousands of dollars were Involved. 

4. In terms of the intelligence flow from the TRUMP team to Russia, Source 
E reported that much of this concerned tlie activities of business 
oligarchs and their families' activities and assets In the US, with which 
PUTIN and the Kremlin seemed preoccupied. 

5. Commenting on the negative media publicity surrounding alleged 
Russian interference in the US election campaign in support of TRUMP, 
Source E said he understood that the Republican candidate and his team 
were relatively relaxed about this becau.se it deflected media and the 
Democrats' attention away from TRUM P's business dealings in China and 
other emerging markets. Unlike in Russia, ^ese were substantial and 
Involved the payment of large bribes and kickbacks which, were they to 
become public, would be potentially very damaging to their campaign. 

6. Finally, regarding TRUMP'S claimed minimal investment profile in Russia, 
a separate source with direct knowledge said this had not been for want 
of trying. TRUMP's previous efforts had included exploring the real estate 
sector in St Petersburg as well as Moscow but In the end TRUMP had had 
to settle for the use of extensive sexual siirvices there from local 


prostitutes rather than businesssuccess. 



RELEASED BY AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 







COMPANY INTELUGENCE REPORT 2016/94 


RUSSIA: SECRET KREMLIN MEETINGS ATTENDED BY TRUMP ADVISOR, 
CARTER PAGE IN MOSCOW (JULY 2016) 


Summary 

- TRUMP advisor Carter PAGE holds secret nn'etings in Moscow^ with 
SECHIN and senior Kremlin Internal Affairs ofRcial, DIVYEKIN 

- SECHIN raises Issues of future bilateral US-Russia energy co-operation 
and associated lifting of western sanctions against Russia over Ukraine. 

PAGE non-committal in response 

• DIVEYKIN discusses release of Russian dossier of'konnpromat' on 
TRUMP'S opponent, Hillary CLINTON, but also hints at Kremlin 
possession of such materia! on TRUMP 

Detail 

1. Speaking tn July 2016, a Russian source close to Rosneft President, PUTIN 
close associate and US-sanctioned individual, Igor SECHIN, confided the 
details of a recent secret meeting between him and visiting Foreign 
Affairs Advisor to Republican presidential candidate Donald TRUMP, 

Carter PAGE. 

2. According to SECHIN's associate, the Rosneft President (CEO) had raised 
with PAGE the issues of future bilaterai energy cooperation and 
prospects for an associated move to lift Uki aine-related western 
sanctions against Russia. PAGE had reacted positively to this demarche 
by SECHIN but had been generally non-conimittal in response. 

3. Speaking separately, also in July 2016, an official close to Presidential 

Administration Head, S. IVANOV, confided in a compataiot that a senior 
colleague in the internal Political Department of the PA, DIVYEKIN (nfd) 
also had met secretly with PAGE on his ret ent visit. Their agenda had 
included DIVEYKIN raising a dossier of'kb mpromat* the Kremlin ■ 

possessed on TRUMP's Democratic pr^ldentlaj rival, Hiltary, CLINTON, 
and its possible release to the Republican's campaign team. 

4. However, the Kremlin official close to S. IVANOV added that s/he believeti 
DIVEYKIN also had hinted (or indicated more strongly) that Russian , 
leadership also had 'kompromat'.on TRUMP which the latter should bear ' 
in mind in his dealings with them. . ^ i : . ^ 
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COMPANY INTELLIGENCE REPORT 2016/097 


RUSSIA-US PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION; KREMLIN CONCERN THAT POUTICAL FALLOUT FROM 
ONC E-MAIL HACKING AFFAIR SPIRALLING OUT OF CONTROL 


Summary 

- Kremlin concerned that political fallout from DNC e-mail hacking operation is spiralling 
out of control. Extreme nervousness among TRUMP's associates as result of negative 
media attention/accusations 


Russians meanwhile keen to cool situation and maintain 'plausible denlabillty' of 
existing /ongoing pro-TRUMP and anti-CLINTON operations. Therefore unlikely to be 
any ratcheting up offensive plays in immediate future 

- Source close to TRUMP campaign however confirms regular exchange with Kremlin 
has existed for at least 8 years, including intelligence fed back to Russia on oligarchs' 
activities in US 


Russians apparently have promised not to use 'kumpromat' they hold on TRUMP as 
leverage, given high levels of voluntary co-operation forthcoming from his team 


Detail 


1. Speaking in confidence to a trusted associate in late July 2016, a Russian 6nnigr^ figure 
close to the Republican US presidential candidate Donalci TRUMP's campaign team 
commented on the fallout from publicity surrounding: the Oemocratic National 
Committee (DNC) e-mail hacking scandal. The!emigre said therehigh level of 
anxiety within the TRUMP team as a result of various accusations levelled against 
them and indications from the Kremlin that President PI^N. and others in the 
leadership thought things had gone too far now and risked spiralling out of control. 


2. Continuing on this theme, the 6migr4 associate of TRUMP opined that the Kremlin 
wanted the situation to calm but for 'plapsible deniabllit^ to. be maintained 
concerning its (extensive) pro-TRUMP and anti-CLINTON operations. S/he therefore 
Judged that it was unlikely these would be ratcheted up, at least for the time being. 




3, However, in terms of established operational Jlaison betvveen the TRUMP.team and 
the Kremlin, theimlgr^ confliroed that;an;Intelligent been; running 

between them for at least 8 years. \Mftlh this cont^JPUilN^^^^ 
had been for Intelllgeiice on the actiyitles/bUsiness ahd othew^^^ in the US of leading 
Russian oligarchs and theirfeml|les. TRUMP iils assdcittesdulv hsjd —> 

supplied the Kremlih with this iriforrnatjbh; ■ ' 




m 




i ^ 
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4. Finany, the snid s/he understood the Kremhn had more intelligence on 

CLINTON and her campaign but he did not know the details or when or if it would be 
released. As far as 'Kompromat* (compromise g information) on TRUMP were 
concerned, although there was plenty of this, he . iderstood the Kremlin had given its 
word That it would not be depicyed against the Republican presidential candidate 
given how helpful and co-operative his team 'lad been over several years, and 
particularly of late. 


BOiuiy 2016 
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COMPANY INTELUGENCE REPORT 2016/100 


RUSSIA/USA: GROWING BACKLASH IN KREMLIN TO DNC HACKING AND 
TRUMP SUPPORT OPERATIONS 


Summary 


- Head of PA IVANOV laments Russian intervention in US presidential 
election and black PR against CLINTON and tlie DNC. Vows nor to supply 
intelligence to Kremlin PR operatives again. Advocates now sitting tight 
and denying everything 


Presidential spokesman PESKOV tl^ main protagonist in Kremlin 
campaign to aid TRUMP and damage CLINTON. He Is now scared and 
fears being made scapegoat by leadership for backlash In US. Problem 
compounded by his botched intervention in recent Turkish crisis 

- Premier MEDVEDEV’S office furious over DNC hacking and associated 
anti-Russian publicity. Want good relations with US and ability to travel 
there. Refusing to support or help cover up after PESKOV 

- Talk now in Kremlin of TRUMP withdrawing from presidential race 
altogether, but this still largely wishful thinking by more liberal elements 
in Moscow 


Detail 


1. Speaking in early August 2016, two well-placed and established Kremlin 
sources outlined the divisions and backlash in Moscow arising from the 
leaking of Democratic National Committee (DNC) e-mails and the wider 
pro-TRUMP operation being conducted in the IIS^ Head of Presidential 
Administration, Sergei IVANOV, was angry iit the recent him of events. 

He believed the Kremlin ‘‘team" involved, led by presidential spokesman 
Dmitrly PESKOV, had gone too far in Interfering in foreign affairs with 
their “elephant in a china shop black PR”..1VAN0V claimed always to have 
opposed the handling and exploitation of InieUigence by this PR "team". 
Following the backlash against such foreign interference In US politics, 
IVANOV was advocating that the only sensible course of action now for 
the Russian leadership was to “sit tightand deh;y everythinig".. 





2. Continuing on this theme the source close lu iyANpy;i^pprtedthat : . 
PESKOV now was "scared shitless" that^® vvouldise scapd$oatld by 
PUTIN and the Kremlin and held re^pn^lilefor tile.^gtdagh.^ ^1^ 
Russian political interference In titiVySeieciipiviyANOV v^ 

■■ M 








a 
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to stop PliSKOV pUiyiiig an indL^periLknit ro^c in relation to the US going 
forward and tlic* sour’l* fully expected the presidential s pokers man now to 
lay low. i^HSKOV^'s puKition was not helped hy a bott’lred atieuipi by him 
also to interfere in the recent failed anifj ih '['urkey from a governmerU 
relations (GRj [lerspective (no furiher del:::Is), 

rhe extent of disquiet and division within Moscow caused Ijy the 
backlash agaiast Russian mterference in tiie US election was underlined 
by a second source, dose to premier Dmkr y MIiDVRDEV (DAM)* f>/he 
said the Russian prime minister and his colleagues wanted to have good 
relations with the US, regardless of who wes in power there, and [lOt least 
so as to be able to travel there in future, eitlier officially or privately. They 
were openly reftishig to cover up for PESROV and others involved in the 
DNC/TRUMP operations or to support hi:^ counter-auack of allegations 
against rhe USG for its alleged hacking of U e Russian government and 
Slate agencies, 

4. According to the first source, cltise to IVANOV, there had been talk In the 
Ki'emlin of TiMIMP being forced to wilhdi,v.v from the pi-esidential race 
altogether as a result of recent events, osiensibly on grounds of his 
psychological state and unsuilability for hv.ih office. This might not be so 
had for Russia in the cji cumstances but in the view of tlie sottree, It 
remained largely v^dshfui thinking ui\ the \ym of tliose in the regime 
opposed to PESKOV and his "botclied'' opeialions, at least fur the time 
being. 


5 August 2016 
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* COMPANY INmUCENCE REPORT 2016/101 


RUSStA/US PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION; SENIOR KREMLEN FIGURE OUaiNES EVOLVING RUSSIAN TACTICS IN 
PRO TRUMP, AWimiNlON OPERATION 


Summary 

Head of PA IVANOV assesses Kremlml/itervention mUS presidential electiofvand outlines leadership 
th I nkl ng on operati onal way forward 

No new leaks envisaged, as too polllicaily risky, but rather further expioltatlonof (WikiLeaks 1 material 
a I ready disseminated to exacerbate divislorts 

Educated US youth to be targeted as protest (against CUN TONI and swing vote in attempt loturrrthem 
over to TRUMP 

Russian leadership, including PUTIN, ceJebradng perceived success to date In splitting US hawks and 
elite 

Kremlin engagl ng wlth severaI high profile US piayers, IncIudi ng STilN, PAGE and (former 01A Director 
Michael Flynn), and funding their recent visits to Moscow 


Details 


1. Speaking in confidence to a close colleague In early August 2016, Head of the Russian Presidential 
Administration (PA), Sergei IVANOV, assess^ the impact iind results of Kremlin intervention in the US 
presidential election to date. Although most commefTtators believed that the KremUn was behind the 
leaked DNC/CUNTON e*matls, this remained technically deniable* Therefore the Russians would not 
risk their position for the time being with new leaked material, even to a third partyMke WikiLeaks, 
Rather the tacdcs would be to spread rumours and rhtsinformation about the content of what already 
had been leaked and make up new content ^ . 


2. Continuing on this theme, IVANOV said that the audience to be targeted by such operations was the 
educated youth In America as the PA assessed that there was still a chance they could be persuaded to 
vote for Republican candidate Donald TRUMP as a protest against the Washington establishment (la 
the form of Democratic candldateHillary CUNTON). The hope ws that even if she won, as a result of 
this CUNTON In power would be bogged down In working for Internal recohcllladonln theUS, rather 
than being able to focus on foretgnpoNcy which would da mage Russia's lnto^^>Thls atsoshould^ve 
PresidentPUTiN more room for manoeuvre inthe runHjpioJ^ssla'sownpr^identialdKtionln^ 

3, IVANOV reported that although the Kremlin had underestirnated the strength of US media and llb^al 
reaction to the ONC hack and TRUMP'S links to Russ1a,Pu IN was generally satisfied with the proper 
of the anti-CUNTON operation to data HerecentiyhadhatiadflnkwithPUTlNtiimGrkthls.InlVANOVs 
view, the US had tried to dividethe Russian elitewith sanctions butfalted, whilst they, by contrast, had 
succeeded in splitting the US hawks Inimical to Russia and theWashingtoneiitemQregenef3Hv,halfof 
whom had refus ed to endorse any presi dentlal candidate as a resul tof Russ lan lntervention. 


4. Speaking sepa rately, also in early August a Kreml in offlclat Involved In US relations commented 
on aspects of the Russian operation to data its goafs ha d o^n threefold- asklngsyrnpathetic US actors 
how Moscow could help tiiem; gathering relwrant Intelligence; and creating and dlssemlnatit^ 
compromisl ng Information ('kompromat'). This had InvDl ved^^eKremHti suppt^hg varfousUSpol 
figures, deluding funding Indlrectiy their recent visits lO J^cow naj^ a delegation from 
Lyndon LAROUCHE; presidential ‘ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ . - 



.. jf 
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Carier f^AGEr and lormer OiA DifCfCior Mfcliad Flynn i ihss regard as suxcessfuf In i^rms of 
perceived outcomes 


10 August 3016 
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COMPANY INlllUGtNCE REmW! ZOU/lQI 


RUSStA/US PflESlOENTlAt ELECTION i REACTION IN TRUMP CAMP 11) RECENT NEGATIVE PUBLtCilY ABOUT 
RUSSIAN INTERffflENCE AND LlKlLY RESULTING TACHCS GOING 10IHVARD 


Si! mm ary 

TRUMP crepam rccem DNC e mail Jcrak^ v-ifre aifiled at swiUhingSAPJOERS (pfoifiStj 
wotcfs a way ^fom CUNTON and ever lo TRUMP 

* lUmits BtpuBilean campaign underesifmated tesuiIIngi r native on tfom US liberals, elUe and 
media and forced tp change courscas reiuil 

Need POv/ to turn tables on CUNTONH use of PUTIN i bogeynujn in election, although &ome 
resentment at Hussun preildenfi perceived attempt to ui derfntne USG and syitem over and above 
swingmgpresidential election 


Oeiatl 

I Speaking in confidence on 9 Augns! 2DL&, an ethnic Rm-. anassoUaieof RefHJbllcan US presidential 
candidate Donald TRUMP discussed the reaction Inside hi v camp, and tevised tactics therein resulting 
from r^eni negative pubttcity concerning Moscow's c indesonc Involvement in the campaigrt 
trump's associate reported that the aimgf IcakingtheDNC e*fmklsio WlfdLeab during the Democr a Ec 
Con vfni I on had been lo swingsupportefs olBernle SANDfT'S away from Hillary CUNTON and across to 
TRUMP, these voters were perceived as activist and anti vt itus quoandariti^estabilshmentdnd inthii 
regard sha ring ma ny lea tufei with the TRUMP campaign^ n cludlng a visceral dislike of Hillary CU NTON. 
This obj^live had been conceived and promoted, inter ai by TRUMP'S foreign policyisdvlser Carter 
PAGE who had discussed it directly with the ethnic Bussl-n associate 

2 Continuing on this theme, the ethnic Russian assodateo^ 'RUMP assessed that die problem was that 
thf TRUMP campaign had underestimated the strengtl .d the negative reaction from hberatsand 
especially the conservative elite to Russian Interferenct Tins was forcing a redrink and a likely chartge 
of tactics. The mam obieciive in the shortterm was to enr ck Democratic candidate Hillary CUJVTOfTs 
successful exploitatjon of the PUliN as bogeyman/Russ a-i Interference story to tarnish TRUMP and 
bolster her own (patriotic! credentials. The TRUMP cem( urgn was focusing on tapping Into support in 
the American television media to achieve this j as they rerkaned this resource had been underused by 
them to date. 

3 However, trump's assorlate also admitted that there w.is a fair amount of anger and r^entment 
wJihlnthe Republ ican candidate's leamat whaiwas percc. ;ed by RUTIN as going beyond the objective 
of weakening CUNTON and bolstering TRUMP, by attempiing to exploit the siluailonloundef mine the 
US governmem and democratic system more generally. !♦ was unclear at preienl how this aspect of 
the situation would play out in the weeks to come. 


10 August i016 
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COMI'ANV INll:,LLlC;i-NCE REl*ORl“ :0t6/i36 


RUSSIA/US PRES]DliM lAL VLECTiON; FUlUHIiR DEl V/LS OF TRUMP LAWYER 
COUL-N'S SL'CRLT LiAiSON VVIYTI T HE KKliMLiN 


SuinntaE y 

kit'tiPiti ijjsiJL'r rt^purts i RUMP ki'»vviTt ( H tL!Nf's s(*croi vvitl; Kremlin uffn'i^ilsin 

AlSJ;u^l vvas/\\tTtM\e]J in Puigue 

Ru.s^iitn piiia^stataj k'li^.tnisv'jtion KoxsotruthiK hi^stvo uM-d s.iivtn kn' this liaison and premises 
i /fcLi capita! may lia^e been used for the mcetii\g/s 

■ PiePl! ilN leading Duma Ogure. KOSACHl-V, reporledly } ivulveti as’"plausibly deniable" 
raeiliiaror and rna\ have participated in tlio August meeir[s../s with CGI iPN 


Detail 

1 Speaking io a compatriot and friend on October 2016, a Kremlin insider provided further 
details of leporteti dandestine nitvting/s bet ween Repnbl can presideiUia! candidate, Donaid 
TKl-MP's lawyer Michael COHLN and Kiemlin represei t Rives in August 2015* Although the 
communication between them had to be cry ptic for securiLy reasons, the Kremlin in^iider 
clearly indicated to his/her friend that the reported contat l/s took place in Prague, Czech 
Republic. 

2. Coniinuing tm this llieine, tlie Kremlin insider highlighted the importance e^f the Russian 
parastatal organisation, Ross^nrudnichestvo, in this contact beuveen TRUMP campaign 

rep Tivsent at see Uand Kremlin officials. Rt>^Mitrudnichesico was being ust^d as cover for this 
relationship and its otfice in Prague may well have been uned to host the COHEN/ Russian 
Piesidentiat Adniinistraltori (PA) meeling/s. Il wasconsK’^ered a "plausibly denuible" vehicle 
for tliis, wiiilsL remaining entirely under Kremlm control. 

3. The Kremlin insider \^ e^t on to identify leading pro-PU'i lN Duma figure, Konsianhn 
KOSACHEV (I lead of the Foreign Relations Committee) as an important figure in the FRUMP 
campaign-Kremlin liaison operatiun KOSACHEV) also ' j lausibly deniable" being pari of the 
Russian legislature rather thaji executive, had facilitated the contact in Prague and by 
impheation, may have aliejuJed the nunHiug; s with CDI liiN them in August. 

<- ornpauy Co in me At 

We fepotted pievioiisiy, in ciur Company Inlidligence Repoi i )016/135 of 19 October 2016 from the 
Slime source, tliat COHEN met officials from liie PA Legal yartmeiU clandestinely in an EU 
country in August 2016* This was in Ordei lu clean up tile rut^ss left behind by %vesleni media 
revelations of F RUMP ex-campaign manager MANArORT ^ cormpt relationship with the farmer 
pnvRussfan VANUKOVYCII regime in Ukraine and TRUM! ' foreign policy advisor. Carter 
J^VCE's secret mec'tings in Moscow with senior regime figuies in July 2016* According to the 
Kremlin advisor, these mucting/s were originally *schcduled lor COHEN in Moscow but shifted to 
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vv*3S <\«‘ksiidcrt%i an opt^atioiMlly sc)fi hU ctHintrj’ \\ l',i*n it was judijictt compromising 
ior him io Iravvl (o the Russian cafntah 


20 t Vtoher 2016 






COMPANY' INTELLIGENCE REPORT 2016/105 


RtJSSIA/UKRAlNE; THE DEMISE OE TRUMP’S CAMPAIGN MANAGER PAUL 
MANAFORT 


Suniinary 


fL\-UkiMiiiijit Piesideiit VANUKOVVCII fon^i les f!irt;ctiy to PUTIN rliat he 
auiliorisuLi kitlcbisc!; payiiioiiLs to MANAFUiiT, as ailtged in wesiorn 
nit’ilia. Assui'es Russian I’resuient however tiiere is no docuinL'ntai'l' 
evidenee/trail 

PUTIN and Russian leadership remain won ed however and sceptical that 
Y'ANUKOVVCH has i'ully covered the traces ni these payments to TRUMP'S 
tonner cainpaif'ii inanagei' 

Close associate of'PRUMP explains reasoning behind MANAFORT's recent 
resignation. Ukraine revelations played pai t hut otiiers wanted 
MANAFORT out for various reasons, especrdly LEVVANDOWSKl who 
remains influential 


Detail 

1. Speaking in late August 2016, in the immediate arternialh of Paul 
MANAFORT's resignatioii as campaign man iger for US Republican 
presidential candidate Donald TRUMP, a well-placed Russian tlgure 
reported on a recent meeting between Prr.Mdent PUTIN and ex-Presidenl 
Y'ANUKOV''Y'CH of Ukraine. This had been in Id in secret on 15 August near 
Volgograd, Russia and tlie western media revelations about MANAFORT 
and Ukraine had featured protninently on the agenda. YANUKOVYCH had 
confided in PUTIN that he did authorise and order substantial kick-back 
payments to MANAFORT as alleged but soL.glil to reassure him that there 
u'a.s no documentary trail left behind whirl, could provide clear evidence 
of this, 

2 . Given YANUKOVTCH'-S (unimpressive) reciird in covering up his own 
coiTupt tracks in tlie past, PUTIN and others in the Russian leadership 
were sceptical about llie ex-Ukrainian prt -: .dent's i-eassurances on this as 
relating to MANAFOR T. They therefore si;i; feared Ute scandal had legs, 
especially as MANAFORT had been commui cially active in Ukraine right 
up to the time (in March 2016) when he joined TRUMP’s campaign team. 
For them it therefore remained a point oi imtentiai political vulnerability 
and emharrassment. 
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3. Speaking separately, also in late August 2u! 6, an American political 
figme associated vvitli Donald THUMPand his campaign outlined the 
reasons behind MANAPOKT's recent denuse. S/lie said it was true that 
the Ukraine corruption revelations had pi i/ed a part in this but also, 
several senior players close to TRUMP had wanted MANAFORT out, 
priitiai'ily to loosen his control on strategy md policy formulation. Of 
particular importance in thi.s regard was MANAFORT’s predecessor as 
campaign manager, Corey LL’WANDOVVSKl who hated MANAFOICI' 
persojtally and i cniiained close to TRUMP willi whom he discussed the 
presidential campaign on a i-egular basis. 


22 August 2016 
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COMPANY INrELClORKCE RPPOtlT 2016/111 


(tUSSIA/US: KREMLIN FALLOUT FROM MFIIIA EXPOSURE OF MOSCOW'S 
iNTFUFERENCE IN THE US PIIESHIENTIAL CAMPAIGN 


Sunim:iry 

Kremlin orders senior scaOTu remain silent in nietiiannd private on 
allegations of Russian iiueri'erence In US pres denlial Giinpaign 

Senior Figure liowevcr conlirnis gist of alleganons and reports IVANOV 
sacked as Head oFAtlininistraiion on accouni of giving PUTIN poor advice 
Oil issue. VAINO selected as his replacement ] artly because he wa.s not 
involved in pro-TKUMP, anii-Cl.INTON operai ion/s 

Russians tlo have further 'kompi'oinat' on CLINTON (c niaiLs] and 
considering disseminating it after Duma [legi- Utive elections] In late 
September, Presidcmlial spokesman PESK0\’ i on Lin ties to lead on this 

* However, equally important is Kremlin objective to shift policy consensus 
favourably to Russia in US posl-OBAMA whewer wins. Both pre.sidentlal 
candidates' opposition to TPP and ITIP viev.-i d as a result in this respect 

Senior Russian diplomat withdrawn from Wadiingion embassy on 
ciccoum of potenUa! exposure in US presidential election operation/s 


Detail 

1. Speaking in confidence to a trusted compau lot in mid-September 2016. a 
senior member of the Rus.sian ih’esidential Ailministnition (PA) 
commented on the political fallout from recent western media 
revelations about Moscow’s imerveniioii, ii; lavour of Donald TRUMP and 
against Hillary CLINTON, in the US presidential election. The PA official 
reported that ilie issue had become incredibly sensitive and that 
Presitlent PU'f'IN had issued direct orders ih A Kremlin and government 
insiders should not discus.s it in public or even in private. 

2 Despite this, the P.A official confirmed, from i irect knowledge, that the 
gi.st ofThe allegations was true, PUTIN bad lu en receiving conflicting 
advice on interfering from three .separate and expert groups. On one side 
iiad been the Russian ambassador to the US. lergei KISLYAK, and the 
Ministry of l-'oreign Alfaiivs, logetber vvilb an ndepeiidenl and informal 
tiLMwork nm by presidential foreign policy id visor. Yuii USH.AKOV 
















(K1S[,yak’s fnoiiecessor in Wiisltington) whu .nu! taiitinn anti tlie 

poieiuial negative impact on lUissia from tin ■ iperation/s. On the other 
side WEIS former PA iiead, Sergei IVANOV, bat ted by Russian Foreign 
Iiuelligeiu'e (SVR), who had mi vised I^UTIN th n the pro-T!UJMP, anti- 
tiUNTON operatiun/s wcmlti be botli effectiv t and plansibly deniable 
vviili little blowback. The first grotip/s had baeii proven right and this had 
been the catalyst in PUTIN'S tierision to sack I /ANOV lunexpectedly) as 
PA Head in August, His successor, Anton VAlNCl, had lieen selected ftir the 
job partly because he liad not been involved in the US presidential 
election operatioii/s, 

3. Continuing on tins tlieine, the senior PA offiti.U stiid the situation now 
was tliat the Kremlin had further 'kompromat' on candidate CLINTON 
and hml been considering releasing this via ' j.l.iusibly deniable" channels 
aflei" the Duma (legislative) elections were oul of the way in niid- 
Septeinber. 'I’here was however a growing ti .nn of thought anti associated 
lobby, arguing that the Russians could still ni.ilte candidate CLINTON look 
■ weEik and stupid” by provoking her into railing against PUTIN and 
Russia witliout the need to release more of htrr e-nmils. Presidential 
Spokesman, Dniitriy PESKOV remained a kev figure in the operation, 
aliiicugh any final decision on dissemination of furiiier material would be 
taken by PUTIN himself 

4. The .senior PA official also reported that e» growing element in Moscow's 
interv'ention in the US presitlential election lampaign was tile objective of 
shifting the US political consensus in Russia’s perceived interests 
regardless of who won. It basically comprised of pushing candidate 
CLINTON away from President ObAMA's policies. The best extunple of 
this was that both candidates now openly opiiosed the draft trade 
agreement.s, TPP and TTIP, w'hich were assessed by Mo.scow as 
tleirimenial to Russian interests. Other Issue-, wliere the Kremlin was 
looking to shift the US policy consensus were Ukraine and Syria. Overall 
however, tlie presidential election was considered still to be too close to 
call, 

Fi. Finally, speaking separately to the same compatriot, a .senior Russian 
MPA officiai reported that as a prophylactic measure, a leading Russian 
diplomat, Mikhail KULAGIN, had been withdi .iwn from Wa.shington at 
shoi l notice because Moscow feared his iiea'. y involvement'in the US 
presidential election operation, including the .so-called veterans' pensions 
ruse (reported previously), would be expost - I in the media there. His 
replacement, Andrei RONDAREV however v.ms clean in this regard. 
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Company Conuiieiit 


'I'fie iubsLance oi'whai was i L>|)o!led l)y Uie senior :liissian PA officiai in paras 1 
and 2 above, including ihe reasons i'or Sergei !VA;\OV's dismissal, was 
corroborated independently by a loi tner top level Knssian intelligence ofdcer 
and Kremlin insider, also in mitl-Sepietiiber. 


14 S'epteitiber 2016 
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COMPANY INTl'U.lGKNCERI^PORT 2016/112 


RUSS:iA/US PHESiDENTIAL El.ECTlON: KREMLIN-ALPHA GROUP CO- 

0!m-;ration 


Stiniinary 

Top level Russian niijcial confirms current closei ess d! Alpha Group- 
PUTIN relationship. Significant fav'ours coiUiJiuc m be clone in both 
direclitJtis and idOUMAN and AVEN still giv'ing inlormai advice to PUTIN, 
especially on the US 

Key intermediary in PUTIN-Alpha relationship identiried as Oleg 
GOVORUN, currently Head of a Presidential Adm.nistrntioii department 
hilt throughout the 1990s, the Aljiha executiv'e wiio delivered illicit cash 
directly in PUTIN 

PUTIN perscitialiy iinbothcrcd about Alpha's cui i enl lack of iiivestmenl in 
Russia hut iindec pressure from colleagues over tins and able to exploit it 
as lever over Alplia intei locutors 


Detail 

1. Speaking to a trusted compalnoi in mid-September 2016, a top level 
ifussian government official coniiiienied on the history and current slate 
of reiations between I'resideni PUTIN and the Alpha Group of businesses 
led by oligarchs Mikhail FRIDMAN, Petr AVFN and German KHAN. The 
Russian government figure reported that although they had had their ups 
and doun.s, the leading figures in Alpha currently were on very good 
terms with PUTIN, Significant favours continue; to be done in both 
directions, primarily political ones for PUTIN and business/legal ones for 
Alpha. Also, FRIDMAN and AVEN continued to give informal advice to 
PUTIN on foreign policy, and especially about the US where he distrusted 
advice being given to him by officials. 



2. Although FRID.MAN recently had met directly witii PUTIN in Russia, much 
of the dialogue and business between them was mediated tlirough a 
senior Presidential Administration official, Oleg GOVORUN, who currently 
headed die depai tmeiu therein responsible foi Social Co-operation With 
the CIS. GOVORUN was trusted by PUTIN and icceiitly liad accompanied 
him to Uzbekistan to pay respects at the tomb of former president 
KAIUMOV, However according to the top level Russian government 
official, during the 1990s GOVORUN had been 1 lead of Government 
Itelaiions at Alpha Group and in reality, the "driver" and "bag carrier" 
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used hy MilDMAN ;uhJ AVliN to lictiyer larjje atnoiuus of illicit cash to the 
liussian president, at that time deputy Mayor o; St Petersburg. Given that 
and the conimuing sensitivity ol'ilte PU'i'lN-Ahiiia relationship, and need 
for plausible deiiiabiltty, nuiclt of the contact between them was now 
indirect and entrusted to the relatively low prolilc (SOVORUN. 

3. The top level Rus.sian governniem official d esc ri lied the PUTIN-Alpha 
relalitni.shi)) as both carrot ami slick. Aljdta heid 'koinpromai' on PUTIN 
and hhi corrupt busiiies.s activities irom the whilst although not 

personally overly ho the red by Alpha's failure m reinvest the proceeds of 
its TNK oil company sale into the Russian ecoiupihy since, the Russian 
president was able to use pressuie on this count from .senior Kremlin 
colleagues as a lever on PRIDMAN and AVEN to make them do his 
political bidding. 


11 September 2016 
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COMPANY INTBJXIGKNCC REPORT 2016/113 


RUSSIA/US PRKSIUENTIAL ELECTION^ REPUBLICAN CANDIDATF TRUMP'S 
PRIOR ACTIVITIES IN ST PETERSBURG 


Siiinmary 

- Two knuvvlodgcable SL Petersburg sources i.ahn RepubUcan auidiflrRe 
TRUMP lias paid bribes and eiigagetl iji sexual activities there Init key 
witnesses silenced and evidence hard to obuun 


Both believe Azeri business associate of TRUMP, Aidi AGALAROV will 
know the details 

Detail 

!. Speaking lu a triisled compatriot in September 2016, two vvelbplaced 
sources based in Si Peterslmrg* one in ihe puliticai/business elite and the 
otlier involved in ihe local services and luui lnI iiuiustiy, cum men ted on 
Repubiican US presitionlial candjclale Donald TRUMP's prior activities in 
the city. 

2. Both knew TRUMP had visited Si Peiersbui g on severa! occasions in the 
past and had been interesleti in doing business deals there involving real 
estate. The local business/political elite figure reported that TRUMP bad 
paid bribes there to further his interests bur very discreetly and only 
through afniicited companies, making it very hard to prove/fhe local 
services industjy source reported that TRUMP had participated in sex 
parties in the city too, hui that all direct Witiiesses to this recently had 
been ^silenced'' i.e. bi ibed or coerced to di aippear. 

3. The nvo St Petersburg figures cited beliewd an A 2 eri business figurCi 
Araz AGALAROV (with offices in Baku and I ondon) had been closely 
involved vvitii TRUMP in Russia and would know most of the details of 
what the Republican presidential candidate, had got up to there. 


14 September 2016 
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COMPANY iWTELLiGENCE RE PORT 2016/130 


RUSSIA: KREMLIN ASSESSMENT OF TRUMP AND RUSSIAN INTERFERENCE IN US 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION 


Sun'll [Varv 

Suytr's rofViorss sols In vnth Krornlin over TRUMP suf,t!.>ort op&raticn in US pt03idenliat 
altsciiQii RLisaiaxi leadership oisappcintso ihal leaked e-i tails on CLINTON have not had 
graatof tiTipaci in campaign 

Russians have injected further anlnCLlNTON materia: into the 'plausibly deniable' leaks 
pipeline which will continue to surface, but best material nlready in public domairi 

PUTIN anury with senior otflcials who "overpromiseo* cn TRUMP and turthar heads likely to 
roll as result Foreign Minister LAVROV may be next 

TRUMP supjjorted by Kremlin because seen as dlvislvu, anti-establishment candidate who 
vi'Ould shake up current interiiaiional status quo In Russia's lavor. Lead on TRUMP operation 
rr^oved Ifom Foreign Ministry to FSB and then to preslduntial adrninisUatlOh where it now sils 


Detail 

1 Speaking separateiy in conlidenca to a trusted compa’.r ot In aariy October 2016. a senior 
Russian feaaership tigure and a Foreign Ministry ofticial isported on recent de^/elopments 
concerning the Krenilin's operatior'i to support Republi' an candidate Donald TRUMP m the 
US presidential election. Thu semar taadurship ligure that a degree of buyer's remorse 
was selling m among Russian leaders concerning TRUMP. PUTIN ana his colleagues were 
surprised and disappointed that leaks o1 Democratic candidate, Hiltary CLINTON'S hacked 
e-mails had not had groater impact on the campaigtt. 

2. Continuing on this theme, the senior leadership figure cjinmehted that a strean^ of further 
flacked CLINTON materia) already had been injacted by the Kremtih into compliant western 
media outlets like VVIkiteaks, which rerrvairved at least "plausibly deniable*, so the stream of 
these would continue through October and up to the election. However s/he understood that 
tiis best material the Russiaris had already was Out and there were no real game-changers 
to come 

3 Tho Russian Foreign Ministry ollicial, who had direct ci cess to the TRUMP support 
Dpuralion, reported that PUT IN was angry at his auboidinale’s “over-promising* on tfie 
Ropubiicah presidential candidate, both ui terms of hit. chances and reliability and being 
utjie 10 cover ana’or contain the US backlash over Krtirhliti inteiferenco. Mora heads 
ttierefora were likely to roll, with the MFA the easiest tuiget. Itonicaliy, despite his consislem 
urging of caution on the issue, Foreign Minister LAVflti'V could be the neki one to go, 

A Asked to explain vrhy PUTIN and liw Kremlin fiad taui.. lied such an aggressive TRUMP 
support operation In the lirst place, the MFA official said that Russia needed to upset the 
iiborai International status quo, including ori Ukraino-related sanctions, which was seriously 
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oisadviintagirtg ihe country, TRUMP was viawod as dtvi iivs In disrupting Iho wht^e US 
political systoiTi; anti'Establlstwnenl; and a pragmatisi wltti wham they could do business. As 
the TRUMP support oparation had gain&d momantum. f-onlrol of it had passed Irom the MPA 
10 the FSB and then into the presidential aummistrabon v.hore It remained, a retlection of its 
growing significance over time. There vras still a view In I'le Kremlin that TRUMP would 
cofilinue as a (divisive) political (orco ovon il ha lost the j.TOGitiency and may run for and be 
elected to another public ollice. 

12 0clobar 2016 
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COMt'AN'V IN I ri,[ ICt'iN’Ct-: lUiTOUr 2 OK 1 /I.I 4 


KL'SSIAAS TNI hilULNUAl t t li'CrK).^: l Ulil IILK IJlri Ml.S ( 11 - KlU'Ml.tN LIAISON WITH 

rUL-Ml' CAMTAIGN 

Sunimarv 

■* 01 SHCMIN amftnns hK N^vri?t in \ u ith Cartt^r I^AC iL* in Itily 

■ SubsSAiKi* iiu"lutU"d ofjVr nf Idfgi' sUxki* in Kosneft in retur i Hir lifting ^eviiction.^ on Russia TACiB 
confimis thiit 1*1 i RUMPUS intt-ntion 

- Sin i]\ continui'd to thijik I Rl’^MProufJ win presidency ap to 17 Detober Now looking h> 

leonemiiie fiis engagement with the US 

' Kteinlin uisuler liiglilightb mportimee of i KUMP'^ lawVi i Michael c 011 BN in covei'l 

reiaiionship vvilh Rusjiia. COHIvN's wife is of Rvissian des^ Nil and hei father a kMtiing properly 
de\i'ln}vr in Mos^ rnc 


Detail 


I Speaking lo d trusted compsUriot in nud October 2016, a c*ose associate ot Kc'snett l^resident 
and PU I IN ally Igor* SBO ilN elaborated on the report! d meeting belsveen tlie bttcr 
and Carter PAGE, of LfS Republican presidential candidate's foreign policy team, in Moscow in 
hi!\' 2011>. rlie secret meehng had been conjinned to hin^. her by a sen tor rru^mlxT of SI Cl UN's 
stalk in Huiditiun tu by die Rusnefi l^vsident liijuseif. It t.sC place on eiiher 7 or S July^ the sanie 
day or the one alter Carter PAGE made a public speech u- the Higher Economic School in 
Mfv;row 


2. In terms ot the substance of their discussion, SBCHiN's ,i^ sociate said that the Rosneft 
f’a-sident 'vas so keen to lift perscmal and corporate western siinciions imposed on the 
con'ypany that he olfenM PACE /TRUMJ^s associates tht* brokerage of up lo a 19 per cent 
(privcitisiMJ stake in Rosnetl in return PACE had expresM\l inttwsl and confirmed that were 
J KL'MPek*ctetf US piesidem, ihen sanctums on Russia w luld be lifted. 


3, A t ct i f d Ing Li 1 SLCMIN N 1 1 ox* asseveiate^ t lie Rosne ft Presu e init had cont i mi lM to bel ie ve that 
Could win tlie US presidency right up to 17 Octolc^r^ when he assessed this was no 
longer possible SEC HIN was keen to re-adapl accordingly auvl put feelers out to other 
business and political a>ntacts in the US instead. 


4 



Speaking separately to the same compatriot in mid-Octcviier 2016, a Kremlin insider with direct 
access to the leadership confirmed tliat a key role in the v emt TRUNfP campaign/ Kremlin 
relalionsliip was beinc olaved bv the KeDublican candidafo'*; nt>rsonal 
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Saurcc OifiiivieiU 


^ SIX'! \\W opined tlui aithouj^h had not ! 4 lJted it explicitly to S\LC\ ilN, he luid 

tlearly tniplied that in ternii^ot liis conmteni on TKUMPs iMieiiliun tu lilt Kus^iiiin baiK*h»n^ if 
elected pti»t^idenl, he was sjTe;iking with ilie Republican cenJidaleV authorily^ 


L t>inpjn> C omment 



IS Ocluber 20to 
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COMPANY INTELUCEIVCE-REPORT Z(] 16/135 


RUSSIA/US PRESIDEN1 lAL ELECnONt THE IMPOU I ANT ROLE OF TRUMP 
LAWYER, COHEN IN CAMPAIGN'S SHCRE I LIAISOX VVmi THE KREMLIN 

Siimniary 

- Kremlin insitier tiuUines imponnnt role played by TRUMP’S lawyer 
COHBN in secret liaison with Russian leaders.ti.jj 

COHEN engJi^cd with Russians in Uyinj* to cvvev up scandal of 

MAN A FORT and expos lue ol PAGE and meet. vremUn otTidais secretly in 

the EU in August in pursuit of tins goal 

These secret contacts conrinue but arc now i.it rued out to crusted agents 
in Kremlin linked Institutes so js to remnin * p.austbly deniable" for 
Russian regime 

Further confli mation tluii sacking of IVANOV isd appointments of VAINO 
and KIRIYF.NKO linked to neeii to cover up Ki emlin's TRUMP suppoiT 
opera tioji 


Detail 

1. Speaking in confidence lo a lougsUndiiig compatriot triend in mid- 
October 2016. a Kj emlin insider highlighted me importance of 
Republican presidential candidate Donald TRUMF's lawyer, Michael 
COHEN, in the ongoing secret liaison relationship between the New York 
tycoon's campaign and the Russian leadership, COHEN*s role had grown 
foliowing the eJepanure of Paul MANNAFORT asTRUMP’s campaign 
manager rn August 2014 Prior to that MAN NaPORT had led for the 
TRUMP side, 

2, According to the Kremlin insider, COHEN ntnv was heavily engaged in a 
covei' up and damage limiDliun operation in ihe attempt to prevent the 
full details of TRUMP's rehitionship with Ry. ia being exposed. In 
pursuit oj this aim, COHEN had met secretly v .'ith several Russian 
Presidential Administration f PA) Legal Dep n tment oflkials in an EU 
country in August 2016. Thu immetiiate isst;rs had been to contain 
fmtfier scandals involving MANNAFORTs c\j;iunercial and political role 
ni Russia/Ukraina and to limit the damage .a sing from exposure of 
lormerTRUMI* foreign policy advisor, Cartt r PAGtTs secret meetings 
with Russian leadership figures in Moscow ibc previous momkThe 
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overall objective had been to *'\o sweep it all itrilenhe tarpei and make 
sure no ccmnecttoj^s could be fully established tfv proven" 

3, Things had become evei^ '^huucr' since AugiiM on the TKUMP'Russia 
track. According to the Kremlin insider, this l.u 1 nieaiit that direct contact 
between the TRUMP learn and Russia had be r farmed out by the 
Kremlfr^ to trusted agents hiflucnce working; in pro-governmont pcdicy 
insiitutes like that of Law and Cumpcirattve Jin is prudence. COHEN 
however continued to lead for lije TRUMP tc : : 

4, Rcfeniag buck to tiie (surprisej ,sacking of St rgei IVANOV as Henci uf PA 
in August 2016. his replaccmem by Anton V/dNO and the appoiiumcnt oi 
former Russian premier Sergei KIRIYENKO la mother senior pmsition in 
the PA, the Kremlin insider repeated that this had been directly 
cijivnectcd to the TRUMP support operation arid the need to cover up now 
that it was being exposed by the USG and in th : western media. 


Company Comment 

The Kremlin insider was unsur e of the identities of th.; PA offlcials with whom 
COHEN met secretly in August, or the exact date/s ano locations of the 
meeting/s. There wwc signifleam internal security barriers being erected in the 
PA as the TRUMP issue became more controversial and damaging. However s/he 
ccintinued to try to obtain these. 


19 October 2016 
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COMPANY mTELUGENCE REPORT 2016/166 


US/RUSSIA: EUR'l HER DETAILS OF SECRET DiALOtIUE BETWEEN TRUMP 
CAMPAIGN TEAM, KREMLIN AND ASSOCIATED HACKERS IN PRAGUE 


Sumiiiiiry 

- TRUM[*'s rvpreseiHaiivo COHEN (ii'co(ii[K4mec it> ITjgue m 
AugiLsr/St^piLjTibcr 2016 by 3 eqileagues for .-i cE tli^^cussiuns with 
Ki’umlin represefuatrves and aSKOciatocI iipenii-irs/hackcrs 

Agenda Inciutled how ta process lientabte cash pay me nth to ope rati v/es; 
kontnij^enry plans for covering up opitrdlums.. nd action in event of a 
CEJNTON election victory 

- Some further details cjf Russian representative /gperatives involved; 
Romanian backei s employed, and use of Oulgi ia as bole hole to “lie low" 

Antj-CIJNTON hackers and other Gj>i*ratives j j d by both TRUMP team 
and Kremiin, but with ultimate loyalty to Heaa of PA, IVANOV and his 
succeshor/s 


Detail 


We rej 3 orted previously {2016/135 and /1361 an secret mecting/s held 
m Prague, Czech Republic in August 2016 bet .wen then RcpubUcan 
presidential cantliilate Donald TRUMP s repn- enlative, Michael COHEN 
and his interlocutors from the Kremlin working under cover of Russian 
'NGO' Rossotrudnichestvo. 



provided further details of these meeting/s mu 
C U N ruNyDemacTaric Party operations, COi 11 . ' 
to Prague by d colleagues and the timing of the 
week of August or the first week uf Scptembi r 
mierlocutori was Oleg SOLODUKHIN operalin! 
Hus-sutrudiiithesivo rover. According u|2BI 
comprised tjuestiuos on how deniable cash p ^ 
hackers who had worked in Europe under Kh" 
CLINTON campaign and various contingencii s 
operations and Moscow'ssecret liaison with tl 
generdJIy, 


I associated anti- 
i had been acconipanted 
visit was cither in the last 
One of their main Russian 
* undtjr 

the agenda 

uYcnts were to be made to 
111 in direction against the 
fur covering up these 
eTRUMT* team more 


7!^ 


.-r-m 


V i Vfi-Sjt'T 
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BHHIHHH rcportal that uvvr thu pi r (ul MarilvSeptember 2Qlh 
a com[)any l{s had been using botnets 

and porn traffiL^ to transmit viruses, pkinl bu ^ , steal data and condurt 
"'altering opuruuuns''against ihv nenmeutic P jrty Ieutlership, Hnlities 
linked Uj involved and he and another 

hacking expert, both recruited under duress tn the 

were significant players in thi operation, fn Ihague. 
QlUtiN agreetl cinifingency phins for various eniinos to prcuecr the 
operation, but in pariitular w^hat was to be d u^t' in the event that Hillary 
CLINTON won the presidency ft was impurUnt in this cveiU that all cash 
paymcni.s owed were made quiridy and disci « i‘tly and rliat cyber and 
ocher operators weie stood duwn/abkt tii go ^ Electivefy to ground to 
cover their traces. (We reported earlier that il tnvolvernem of political 
gperaijves Paul MANAKORT ami Carter f’AGf. n iht? secret TPUMP- 
Krendin liaison had been exposed in the medi. in the run-up lo Prague 
and that damage fiinitalion of these also was I scusscd by COHHN with 
the Krendin representatives). 

4. In terms of practical measures to Ik' uiken. it w.is agreed by the two sides 
in Prague to stand down vanocis Romanlan !■ -i kers" (presumahiy based 
in their homeland tir neiglibnii ring eastern Ri ifie) ami tfiat other 
operatives should head ior a boHdiole in Plovdiv. Bulgaria where they 
should "lay low" On payments. iVANOV’s ass.i. lau* said that the 
nperatives involved Inid been paid by both TIU MFs team and the 
Kremlin, though their orders ami uituiiate loy i .ty fay with IVANOV, as 
Head ufihe PA and thus ultiniuiefy responsible lot the aperation, and tris 
designated suciuhsor/s after he was dismisst d hy president PUTIN in 
connection with the ami-ClJNTON operation m mid August. 


13 Deccniber 2016 
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BETWEEN:- 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 

QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 


(1) ALEKSEJ GUBA 
(2) WEBZILLAB. 
(3) WEBZILLA LIMI'i 



(4) XBT HOLDINGS S.A. 


Claimants 


-and- 


(1) ORBIS BUSINESS INTELLIGENCE LIMITED 
(2) CHRISTOPHER STEELE 


Defendants 


DEFENCE 


References in this Defence are to paragraphs in the Particulars of Claim unless otherwise 
stated. 


Introduction 


1. Save that it is admitted that the Second and Third Claimants are hosting 
infrastructure companies based in the Netherlands and Cyprus respectively, no 
admissions are made as to paragraphs 1 and 2. 

2. Paragraphs 3-5 are admitted. 

3. Orbis was founded in 2009 by the Second Defendant and Christopher Burrows. 

4. The Second Defendant and Christopher Burrows were formerly senior and 
experienced Crown servants in the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, 

5. Sir Andrew Wood GCMG was the British Ambassador to Moscow between 1995 and 
2000. He is an Associate Fellow of the Russia and Eurasia Programme at the Royal 
Institute for International Affairs at Chatham House. He is also an Associate of Orbis, 
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6. Fusion GPS ("Fusion”) is a consultancy based in Washington DC providing research, 
strategic intelligence and due diligence services to clients. 

7. Prior to the events in issue in this case the Defendants had developed a working 
relationship with Fusion over a number of years. 

8. At all material times Fusion was subject to an obligation not to disclose to third 
parties confidential intelligence material provided to it by the Defendants in the 
course of that working relationship without the agreement of the Defendants. 


The pre-election memoranda 


9. Between June and eariy November 2016 Ort>is was engaged by Fusion to prepare a 
series of confidential memoranda based on intelligence concerning Russian efforts to 
influence the US Presidential election process and links between Russia and Donald 
Trump. 

10. The Defendants produced sixteen such memoranda. These will be referred to for 
convenience as "the pre-election memoranda”, having been prepared before the 
2016 US Presidential election. The last one was produced in the latter part of 
October 2016. None were produced in November 2016. None of the pre-election 
memoranda contained any reference to, or intelligence about, the Claimants. 

11. As an Associate of Orbis, Sir Andrew Wood was aware of the Second Defendant’s 
intelligence gathering for the pre-election memoranda. 


Senator John McCain 


12. Senator John McCain is the Chair of the US Senate Armed Services Committee and 
a member of the US Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs. 

13. David Kramer is a former US State Department civil servant and was US Assistant 
Secretary of State for Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor from 2008 to 2009. He 
is the Senior Director for Human Rights and Human Freedoms at Senator McCain’s 
Institute for international Leadership. 

14. After the election of Donald Trump as the 45*'’ President of the United States on 8 
November 2016, Sir Andrew Wood met Mr Kramer and Senator McCain, As a result 
of their discussions Sir Andrew arranged for the Second Defendant to meet Mr 
Kramer, as the representative of Senator McCain, in order to show him the pre¬ 
election memoranda on a confidential basis. 
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15. The meeting between the Second Defendant and Mr Kramer took place on 28 
November 2016 in Surrey. Mr Kramer toid the Second Defendant that the intelligence 
he had gathered raised issues of potential national security importance. 

16. An arrangement was then made upon Mr Kramer’s return to Washington for Fusion 
to provide Sen. McCain with hard copies of the pre-election memoranda on a 
confidential basis via Mr Kramer. 

17. On behalf of Sen McCain, Mr Kramer requested to be provided with any further 
intelligence gathered by the Defendants about alleged Russian interference in the US 
Presidential election. 


The confidential December memorandum 


18. The Defendants continued to receive unsolicited intelligence on the matters covered 
by the pre-eiection memoranda after the US Presidential election and the conclusion 
of the assignment for Fusion. 

19. After receiving some such intelligence the Second Defendant prepared the 
confidential December memorandum, referred to at paragraph 8.1, on his own 
initiative on or around 13 December 2016, 

20. The Defendants considered, correctly, that the raw intelligence in the December 
memorandum: 

a. was of considerable importance in relation to alleged Russian interference in 
the US Presidential election; 

b. had implications for the national security of the US and the UK; and 

c. needed to be analysed and further investigated/verified. 

21. Accordingly the Second Defendant provided a copy of the December memorandum 
to: 

a. A senior UK government national security official acting in his official capacity, 
on a confidential basis in hard copy form; and 

b. Fusion, by enciphered email with an instruction to Fusion to provide a hard 
copy to Sen. McCain via Mr Kramer. 

Liability for the publication complained of 


22. Save that it is admitted that the words complained of and set out therein were 
contained in the confidential December memorandum, paragraph 6 is denied. 
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23. !t is denied that in their natural and ordinary meaning, in their proper context, the 
words complained of bore or were capable of bearing the meaning pleaded at 
paragraph 7. 

24. Read in context the natural and ordinary meaning of the words complained of was 
that there were grounds to investigate whether the Claimants had been coerced by 
Russia into hacking the computers used by the US Democratic Party leadership, 
transmitting viruses, planting bugs, stealing data and conducting altering operations. 

25. Save insofar as it is admitted above paragraph 8.1 is denied. 

26. The first sentence of paragraph 8.2 is noted. This is understandable. The contents of 
the December memorandum were highly sensitive and the Defendants only 
disseminated copies of it in strict confidence as aforesaid. 

27. The remainder of paragraph 8.2 is, in the premises, denied in its entirety. 

28. Sub-paragraphs 8.2.1, 8.2.2 and 8.2.4 are admitted. 

29. As to sub-paragraph 8.2.3; 

a. In so far as this sub-paragraph refers to the pre-election memoranda: 

i. The first sentence is too vague for the Defendants to plead to in any 
meaningful way; 

ii. The second sentence is denied; 

b. In so far as it refers to the confidential December memorandum; 

i. The first sentence is again too vague for the Defendants to plead to in 
any meaningful way. The December memorandum was provided to 
the recipients identified above so that that the information in it was 
known to the United States and United Kingdom governments at a 
high level by persons with responsibility for national security; 

ii. The second sentence is denied. 

30. The first sentence of sub-paragraph 8.2.5 is noted. The Defendants did not, however, 
provide any of the pre-election memoranda to media organizations or journalists. Nor 
did they authorize anyone to do so. Nor did they provide the confidential December 
memorandum to media organizations or journalists. Nor did they authorize anyone to 
do so. 

31. The second sentence of sub-paragraph 8.2.5 is denied. 
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32. Save {hat it is admitted that the Second Defendant gave off the record briefings to a 
small number of journalists about the pre-election memoranda in late 
summer/autumn 2016, sub-paragraph 8.2.6 is denied. 

33. Paragraph 8.3 is admitted but liability for such publication resides with BuzzFeed. 

34. No admissions are made as to paragraph 8,4. 

35. Paragraph 8.5 is denied. The Defendants are not liable for publication by BuzzFeed. 


Qualified privilege 


36. Further or in the alternative, the confidential December memorandum was published 
by the Defendants, as pleaded at paragraph 21 above, in good faith, on an occasion 
of qualified privilege. 

37. In the circumstances set out above the Defendants were under a duty to pass the 
information in the December memorandum to the senior UK government national 
security official and Sen. McCain so that it was known to the United Kingdom and 
United States governments at a high ievel by parsons with responsibility for national 
security. These recipients had a corresponding duty or interest to receive it in their 
capacities as senior representatives of those governments with such responsibilities. 

38. The incidental publications to Fusion and Mr Kramer were reasonable as a means of 
bringing this sensitive document securely to the attention of Sen, McCain. 

39. The Defendants did not publish the December memorandum to any of the said 
recipients with the intention it should be republished to the world at large nor did they 
ask any of them to republish the December memorandum to others. If any of the 
recipients did so with the result that it was published to the world at large the 
Defendants, in the circumstances, retain the protection of qualified privilege. 


Harm 


40, In relation to paragraph 9, it is admitted that publication of the words complained of 
by BuzzFeed (or any subsequent internet republication of those words by third 
parties) was likely to cause serious harm to the reputation of the First Claimant. Save 
as aforesaid, paragraph 9 is not admitted. In particular, it is not admitted that the 
publication of the words complained of by BuzzFeed (or any such subsequent 
repubiication) has caused serious financial ioss to any of the Claimants or that it is 
likely to do so in future. The Claimants are required to prove the existence and extent 
of any past financial ioss and/or any likely future financial ioss caused by the 
publication of the words complained of. 
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41. Paragraph 10 is noted. It is not admitted that the law of each of the jurisdictions in the 
European Union in which the words complained of were published was and is, so far 
as material, the same as the law of England and Wales. 

42. In relation to paragraph 11: 

a. Paragraphs 23 and 24 above are repeated and sub-paragraph 11.1 is denied; 

b. Sub-paragraph 11.2 Is admitted but it is denied that the Defendants published 
or caused the publication of the words complained of extremely widely; 

c. Sub-paragraph 11.3 is not admitted; 

43. The first sentence of paragraph 12 is not admitted. 

44. In relation to the second sentence of paragraph 12, it is denied that the Claimants 
are entitled to claim damages, whether aggravated or otherwise, against the 
Defendants as opposed to BuzzFeed. 

45. in relation to paragraphs 12.1 and 12.2, it is admitted that the Defendants did not 
contact the Claimants prior to the publication of the words complained of by 
BuzzFeed. In light of the matters pleaded above the Defendants had no reason to 
contact the Claimants in relation to the publication of the December memorandum by 
BuzzFeed. 

46. Paragraph 12.3 is denied. The First. Second and Third Claimants sent a letter before 
action to the Defendants on 23 January 2017. The Defendants acknowledged receipt 
of the letter before action through a letter from their former solicitors, Schillings, on 30 
January 2017. The Defendants then provided a detailed response to the letter before 
action four days later on 3 February 2017, The Defendants pointed out that the 
Claimants' letter before action did not meet the requirements contained in the Pre- 
Action Protocol for Defamation. In particular the letter before action: 

a. stated that McDermott Wilt & Emery were instructed by “affiliated’ of the 
Second and Third Defendants, but did not provide the names or any details of 
those “affiliates". Nor did it state whether McDermott Wilt & Emery were 
instructed by the Fourth Claimant; 

b. did not identify the particular publication(s) that were the subject of the 
prospective claim, contrary to paragraph 3.2 of the Pre-Action Protocol for 
Defamation; 

c. did not identify the meaning that the First to Third Claimants attributed to the 
words complained of, contrary to paragraph 3.3 of the Pre-Action Protocol for 
Defamation, 

The Defendants therefore requested the Claimants to provide the necessary 
information in order to enable the Defendants to provide a full response to the 
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proposed claim. Notwithstanding the fact that the Defendants provided a detailed 
response to the Claimants’ letter before action within 11 days of that letter being sent, 
and notwithstanding the numerous deficiencies in the letter before action, on 3 
February 2017 the Claimants issued and served proceedings on the Defendants. In 
the circumstances, the Claimants’ decision to issue proceedings less than two weeks 
after the letter before action was precipitous, incompatible with the overriding 
objective in the Civil Procedure Rules, and breached the requirements of the Pre¬ 
action Protocol for Defamation. 

47. It is denied that the Claimants are entitled to an injunction against the Defendants as 
pleaded in paragraph 13 of the Particulars of Claim or at all. 


GAVIN MILLAR Q.C. 
EDWARD CRAVEN 


STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

The Defendants believe that the facts set out in these Particulars of Claim are true. 
Signed; 

Christopher Steele 

Position; Director, Orbis Business Intelligence Ltd 

Date; 03 April 2017 
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION 



Claim no. nv^ 


BETWEEN 

(1) ALEKSEJ GUBAREV 

(2) WEBZILLA B.V. 

(3) WEBZILLA LIMITED 

(4) XBT HOLDING S.A 


and 


Claimants 


(1) ORBIS BUSINESS INTELLIGENCE LIMITED 
(2) CHRISTOPHER STEELE 


Defendants 


DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSE TO CLAIMANTS’ REQUEST FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION PURSUANT TO CPR PART 18 


Under paragraphs 7 and 8 

Of: “At all material times Fusion was subject to an obligation not to disclose to third 
parties confidential intelligence material provided to it by the Defendants in the course 
of that working relationship without the agreement of the Defendants. ” 

REQUESTS 

1. Whether the alleged duty of confidentiality is said to arise by contract or in 
equity, 

2. If by contract, state whether the duty arose under (a) a general contract of 
retainer; or (b) specific contracts relating to the specific work. 

3. In either event state whether any contract{s) relied on were written or oral; if 
oral, stating when and between whom they were made. 

RESPONSE 


The duty arose both by contract and in equity. A written non-disclosure 
agreertient was concluded between the First Defendant and a representative of 
Fusion in January 2010 in relation to work conducted by Fusion for the First 
Defendant. Furthermore, Fusion was aware of the confidentiality of intelligence 
reports through the course of business with the Defendants and, in relation to 
the disclosure of the memoranda to Mr Kramer, the Second Defendant and 
Fusion had had specific discussions in which the confidentiality of the 
memoranda had been emphasised and Fusion was instructed to inform Mr 
Kramer of their confidentiality. 


REQUEST 
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4. State whether the alleged duty not to disclose such intelligence to 'third parties' 
without the prior agreement of the Defendants in the course of the working 
relationship extended to disclosure by Fusion to their own clients {ie the clients 
who had commissioned the intelligence material: see paragraph 6 of the 
Defence). 

RESPONSE 


in relation to the pre-election memoranda the duty not to disclose intelligence to 
third parties without the prior agreement of the Defendants did not extend to 
disclosure by Fusion to its client{s), although the Defendants understand that 
copies of the memoranda were not disclosed by Fusion to its client(s). 

in relation to the December memorandum, this was not prepared pursuant to 
any contract as stated at paragraph 18 of the Defence. The duty not to disclose 
this intelligence report to third parties without the prior agreement of the 
Defendants therefore did extend to disclosure by Fusion to its client(s}. 

REQUEST 

5. State whether the Defendants owed any reciprocal duty of confidence to Fusion 
and/or Fusion's clients in relation to the intelligence they provided. 

RESPONSE 


Since it was not produced pursuant to the engagement with Fusion described at 
paragraph 9 of the Defence, the Defendants did not owe any obligation of 
confidence to Fusion and/or Fusion's client(s} in relation to the intelligence 
contained in the December memorandum, 

REQUEST 

6. State whether Fusion’s clients, insofar as disclosure to them was permitted (see 
Request 4), were under any duty to the Defendants and/or Fusion not to (a) use 
and/or (b) disclose the intelligence, and, if so, give like particulars as to how that 
duty is alleged to arise. 

RESPONSE 


The response to question 4 above is repeated. The Defendants understood that 
the arrangement between Fusion and its ciient(s} was that intelligence would 
not be disclosed. As explained above, the December memorandum was not 
produced pursuant to the engagement referred to at paragraph 9 of the 
Defence and therefore disclosure of the December memorandum to their 
client(s) was not permitted. 


Under paragraphs 9 and 10 

Of "Between June and early November 2016 Orbis was engaged by Fusion to prepare 
a series of confidential memoranda based on intelligence concerning Russian efforts to 
influence the US Presidential election process and links between Russia and Donald 
Trump", 

REQUEST 
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7. Please identify {see paragraph 6 of the Defence) Fusion’s c!ient(s) in relation to this 
particular engagement. 

RESPONSE 


This request is neither reasonably necessary nor proportionate to enable the 
Claimants to prepare their own case nor to understand the case they have to meet. 


Of "The Defendants produced sixteen such memoranda. These will be referred to for 
convenience as 'the pre-election memoranda', having been prepared before the 2016 
US Presidential election. The last one was produced in the tatter part of October 2016. 
None were produced in November 2016. None of the pre-election memoranda 
contained any reference to, or intelligence about, the Claimants”. 

REQUEST 

8. In view of the assertion that no memoranda were produced in November 2016, 
please state the nature of the engagement in early November 2016 as referred 
to in paragraph 9, and whether this engagement was performed and what 
intelligence it related to. 

RESPONSE 


The nature of the Defendants' engagement by Fusion did not change during the 
period between the preparation of the last pre-eiection memorandum on 20 
October 2016 and the date of the US Presidential election. However since the 
Defendants did not receive any relevant intelligence concerning Russian efforts 
to influence the US Presidential election process and links between Russia and 
Donald Trump during this period, no memoranda were produced pursuant to 
the engagement after 20 October 2016. 


Under paragraphs 12 and 13 

Of "Senator John McCain is the Chair of the US Senate Armed Services Committee 
and a member of the Us Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs" and "David Kramer is a former US State Department civil servant and was US 
Assistant Secretary of State for Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor from 2008 to 
2009. He is the Senior Director for Human Rights and Human Freedoms at Senator 
McCain's Institute for International Leadership". 

REQUEST 

9. Please confirm (as paragraph 29b{i) of the Defence suggests) that Senator 
McCain and Mr Kramer are alleged (a) to have been acting in these official 
capacities; and {b) only in relation to those capacities in the course of the 
matters pleaded in paragraphs 14 to 17 and 21b; and. if not, identify any other 
capacity in which they were acting and when and for what purpose(s). 


RESPONSE 
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The Defendants believed that Senator McCain and Mr Kramer were acting only 
in their official capacities and were not informed of any other capacity or 
purpose in which they were acting. There were no grounds that led the 
Defendants to suspect that Senator McCain and Mr Kramer were not acting in 
their official capacities at any time up to and including the publication of the 
December memorandum to Mr Kramer. 


Under paragraph 14 

Of "/As a result of these discussions Sir Andrew arranged for the Second Defendant to 
meet Mr Kramer, as the representative of Senator McCain, in order to show him the 
pre-election memoranda on a confidential basis". 

REQUEST 


10. State what is meant by 'on a confidential basis', indicating precisely what use or 
uses Senator McCain was/were permitted to make of the pre-election 
memoranda and whether these uses were specified to Senator McCain and Mr 
Kramer. 

RESPONSE 

The Defendants understood that the contents of the memoranda would be 
treated in the strictest confidence and would only be used by Senator McCain in 
his official capacity for the sole purpose of analysing, investigating and verifying 
their contents to enable such action to be taken as necessary for the purposes 
of protecting US national security. The Second Defendant expressly informed 
Mr Kramer that the pre-election memoranda were only to be used for this 
exclusive purpose before he showed Mr Kramer any of the memoranda. Mr 
Kramer was not at this time provided with copies of the memoranda that had 
been prepared as at that date, but was shown copies. 


Under paragraph 18 

Of "The Defendants continued to receive unsolicited intelligence on the matters 
covered by the pre-election memoranda after the US Presidential election and the 
conclusion of the assignment for Fusion". 

REQUEST 


11. Please state whether such intelligence was actively sought by the Second 
Defendant or merely received (as presently pleaded}. 

RESPONSE 

Such intelligence was not actively sought; it was merely received. 


Under paragraph 19 
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Of "After receiving some such intelligence the Second Defendant prepared the 
confidential December memorandum, referred to at paragraph 8.1, on his own initiative 
on or around 13 December 2016". 

REQUEST 

12. Please state whether the words 'on his own initiative’ mean that the December 
memorandum was not {a) created; or (b) provided to Fusion pursuant to any 
contract, if not, please specify the contract in question. 

RESPONSE 


The December memorandum was not created or provided to Fusion pursuant to 
any contract. 


Under paragraph 20 

Of "The Defendants considered, correctly, that the raw intelligence in the December 
memorandum: a. was of considerable importance in relation to alleged Russian 
interference in the US Presidential election; b. had implications for the national security 
of the US and the UK; and c. needed to be analysed and further investigatedA/erified". 

REQUEST 


13. Please state whether the Second Defendant only reached this conclusion on 
behalf of the First Defendant or whether Christopher Burrows and/or Sir Andrew 
were party to his assessment. 

RESPONSE 


The Defendants' assessment that the pre-election memoranda and any 
subsequent related intelligence which they received should be disclosed to the 
individuals referred to at paragraph 21 of the Defence was reached foiiowing 
separate discussions between the Second Defendant and (i) Christopher 
Burrows of the First Defendant; (ii) Sir Andrew Wood (who had spoken with 
Senator McCain); (iii) David Kramer (who was acting on behalf of Senator 
McCain) and (iv) the UK national security officiai referred to at paragraph 21(b) 
of the Defence. Mr Burrows shared the Second Defendant’s assessment at the 
relevant time. The Defendants considered that the issues were self-evidentiy 
relevant to the national security of the US. UK and their ailies and that 
subsequent intelligence relating to these issues ought to be disclosed to the 
individuals referred to at paragraph 21 of the Defence. Each of the individuals 
with whom the Second Defendant discussed the issue shared this view at the 
time and. to the Second Defendant's knowiedge and beiief, continue to hoid 
that view. 
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Under paragraph 20c and 21 
REQUEST 


14. Please state whether the December memorandum was provided to (a) the UK 
national security official; and/or (b) Fusion; and/or (c) Mr Kramer and Senator 
McCain with the source of the allegations against the Claimants redacted or 
not. 


RESPONSE 

information pertaining to the status of the source(s) of the intelligence contained 
within the December memorandum was not redacted when it was provided to 
either the UK national security official and/or Fusion and/or Mr Kramer and 
Senator McCain. The information contained within the intelligence reports 
pertaining to the status of the source(s) was consistent with the Defendants' 
conscious efforts to protect the identity of the source(s). 


REQUEST 

15. Please state whether the instruction to Fusion contained any express reference 
to confidentiality (contrast paragraph 21a which expressly refers to 'on a 
confidential basis'). 

RESPONSE 


in the Second Defendant’s communications with Fusion surrounding the 
provision of the instruction by enciphered email, it was explicitly stated that the 
memoranda were only to be provided to Mr Kramer for the purpose of passing 
them on to Senator McCain. Substantive conversations between the Second 
Defendant and Fusion relating to this matter were conducted using secure 
telephone communications. During those secure communications, the Second 
Defendant expressly emphasised that the December memorandum was subject 
to the same strict restrictions on disclosure to third parties as were contained in 
the written agreement described in the response to requests 1 to 3 above. 


Under paragraph 21a and b 

Of "Accordingly the Second Defendant provided a copy of the December memorandum 
to: a. a senior UK government national security official acting in his official capacity, on 
a confidential basis in hard copy form; and b. Fusion, by enciphered email with an 
instruction to Fusion to provide a hard copy to Sen. McCain via Mr Kramer". 

REQUEST 

16. Please state whether intelligence provided by the Defendants to Fusion was 
generally provided in enciphered form. 
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RESPONSE 


intelligence provided by the Defendants to Fusion was provided securelyand 
where provided electronically it was provided in enciphered form. 


Under paragraphs 23 and 24 

Of 7f is denied that in their natural and ordinary meaning, in their proper context, the 
words complained of bore or were capable of bearing the meaning pleaded at 
paragraph 7" and "^Read in context the natural and ordinary meaning of the words 
complained of was that there were grounds to investigate whether the Claimants had 
been coerced by Russia into hacking the computers used by the US Democratic Party 
leadership, transmitting viruses, planting bugs, stealing data and conducting altering 
operations'". 

REQUEST 

17. Please identify the context relied on and the reader{s) to whom it was allegedly 
known. 

RESPONSE 


The readers referred to are the readers of the December memorandum who 
accessed and read the words complained of via the article that was published 
on the BuzzFeed website on 10 January 2017. 

The December memorandum was a raw intelligence report which contained 
information gathered from a confidential source(s) about various national 
security issues that warranted further investigation. 

Further, the words complained of were published by BuzzFeed as part of an 
article which stressed that the contents of the dossier (which included the 
December memorandum) were ''unverified', "unconfirmed" and contained 
""unverified, and potentially unverifiable allegations^ The article added that, 
""BuzzFeed News reporters in the US and Europe have been investigating the 
alleged facts in the dossier but have not verified or falsified them."" The article 
reported that the President-elect's attorney, Michael Cohen, had said that 
allegations in the dossier ""were absolutely false”. 

In these circumstances, readers of the words complained of were therefore 
aware that (i) the contents of the December memorandum did not represent 
(and did not purport to represent) verified facts, but were raw intelligence which 
had identified a range of allegations that warranted investigation given their 
potential national security implications; (ii) persons mentioned in the December 
memorandum were unlikely to have been approached for comment, and 
therefore many of those persons were likely to deny the allegations contained in 
the raw intelligence; and (iii) while the December memorandum was prepared in 
good faith, its content must be critically viewed in light of the purpose for and 
circumstances in which the information was collected. 
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Under paragraph 32 

Of "Save that it is admitted that the Second Defendant gave off the record briefings to a 
smalt number of Journalists about the pre-election memoranda in late summer/autumn 
2016, sub-paragraph 8.2.6 is denied". 

REQUEST 

18. Please identify the journalists briefed by the Second Defendant and state when 
and how the briefing was done in each case and the gist of what was conveyed. 

RESPONSE 


The journalists initially briefed at the end of September 2016 by the Second 
Defendant and Fusion at Fusion's instruction were from the New York Times, 
the Washington Post, Yahoo News, the New Yorker and CNN. The Second 
Defendant subsequently participated in further meetings at Fusion's instruction 
with Fusion and the New York Times, the Washington Post and Yahoo News, 
which took place in mid-October 2016. In each of those cases the briefing was 
conducted verbally in person. In addition, and again at Fusion’s instruction, in 
late October 2016 the Second Defendant briefed a journalist from Mother Jones 
fay Skype. No copies of the pre-election memoranda were ever shown or 
provided to any journalists by, or with the authorisation of, the Defendants. The 
briefings involved the disclosure of limited intelligence regarding indications of 
Russian interference in the US election process and the possible co-ordination 
of members of Trump's campaign team and Russian government officials. 


REQUEST 


19. Please state what is meant by 'off the record’ and, in particular whether it 
means: 

(a) The information provided was not to be published (but might be used); 

(b) The information might be published but not attributed to the Defendants In 
any way; 

(c) As (b), but the Defendants could be generically described, but not by name. 
RESPONSE 


The Second Defendant understood that the information provided might be used for the 
purpose of further research, but would not be published or attributed. The Defendants 
repeat that no off the record briefing ever took place concerning the December 
memorandum, and no copies of any of the pre-election memoranda or the December 
memorandum were ever provided to journalists by, or with the authorisation of, the 
Defendants. 

REQUEST 


20. Please state whether these terms were agreed to by the journalists concerned. 
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RESPONSE 


The Second Defendant was toid by Fusion that the terms had been explained to 
the relevant journalists in advance by them and the Second Defendant 
reinforced the basis on which he was speaking to each of the journalists he met 
in person. None of the journalists raised any objection. 

Under paragraphs 36 to 39 

REQUEST 

21, Please state whether the defence of qualified privilege is retied on by the 
Defendants if they are held to be liable for publication to the world at large as 
distinct from the admitted publication to the individuals identified by the 
Defendants in the Defence. 

RESPONSE 


STATEMENT OF TRUTH 

The Defendants believe that the facts stated in this Response are true. 


Signed: 

Nicola Cain 

Position: Legal Director, RPC; Defendants' legal representative 

Date: 18 May 2017 
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Claim No. HQ17D00413 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION 

BETWEEN 

(1) ALEKSEJ GUBAREV 

(2) WEB2ILLA B.V. 

(3) WEBZtLLA LIMITED 

(4) XBT HOLDING S.A. 

Claimants 


and 


(1) ORBtS BUSINESS INTELLIGENCE 
LIMITED 

(2) CHRISTOPHER STEELE 

Defendants 


DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSE TO 
PART 18 REQUEST 
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Tower Bridge House 
St Katharine's Way 
London 
E1W 1AA 
T; 020 3060 6000 

Reference: ORB4.1 

Solicitors for the Defendants 
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Active sponsors of RNC 
Browder hired Joanna Glover 
Tied into Cheney 

Russian adoption by American families 


CONF I DENT I AL TREATMENT REQUESTED - NOT FOR C I RCULAT I ON / COMMITTEE MEMBERS AND ST A FF ONLY 

RELEASED BY AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE 
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